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REQUFST FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO SUBMIT REPLY COMMENTS

The Center for the Study of Commercialism ("CSC") respectfully requests that the

Commission extend the deadline for submission of reply comments responsive to its Notice of

Pro.posed Rulemakin£', 8 FCC Red 660 (1993) in the above matter. CSC asks that the deadline

for comments be extended 14 days, through and including April 27, 1993.

The circumstances described below have effectively shortened the time available to

prepare reply pleadings. CSC submits that are several good reasons why grant of this request

will serve the public interest and assist the Commission's decisional processes by insuring the

development of a complete record:

First, the Comments filed in this proceeding are unexpectedly voluminous in size and

number. No less than half a dozen of the comments filed exceed 100 pages, ~, Comments

of Roberts Broadcasting Co., filed March 29, 1993 (451 pages); Comments of Reading Broad-

casting, Inc., filed March 29, 1993 (602 pages), and one set of comments filed exceeds 720

pages. See, Comments of Blackstar Communications of Florida, Inc., filed March 24, 1993.

It will be impossible both to read and address the numerous issues raised in these comments

within the two weeks allotted for replies.

No. of Copies rec'd 0~
UstABCDE



2

Second. because of this volume, there has been a delay in the availability of these

comments. As of April 1, not all of the timely filed comments had been placed on the Com­

mission's RIPS system, delaying the parties' initial access to the comments. In addition, for

much of the day of April 2, the Commission's RIPS system was not operating, so that review

of comments was impossible.

Third, the period between the time that comments were effectively available for review

and the reply comment date will be further shortened by forthcoming religious holidays falling

in the middle of the replay comment period. The undersigned, for example, will not be

working on April 5 and 6 because of travel related to observance of Passover.

Finally, many of the parties to this matter are involved in other litigation which will

detract from their ability to provide complete reply comments within the currently established

deadline. It is quite likely that a decision will issue in early April from the special three-judge

District Court convened to hear the constitutionality of Sections 4 and 5 of the Cable Televi­

sion Consumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992, including the provision under consid­

eration in this proceeding. Turner Broadcastin& v. FCC, 92-2247, et al. (D.D.C.).

The requested extension will give the parties adequate time to study the comments filed

and completely address the issues discussed. Since these issues go to the heart of the public

interest standard, the benefits of granting this request outweigh the detriments.

The brief extension requested should not impede completion of the Commission's task

within the time limits set out in the 1992 Cable Act. Under the Act, the Commission has 270

days from the effective date of the Act to complete this rulemaking. This gives the Commis­

sion until early July, 1993 to issue a decision in this matter. Thus, even with an extension, the
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Commission would have over two months to complete this proceeding. Moreover, the exten-

sion will assist in the creation of a much more complete record to be used in this important

proceeding.

Wherefore. CSC requests that the deadline for filing reply comments in the instant

proceeding be extended through and including April 27, 1993 and that the Commission grant

all such


